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pi?MARKS/AFr,IlMENTS 
Fa vorab.ereconsidera,ionof« 

respectfully requested. 

Cairns 1-5, 10. and ,3-18 are presently active; Claims 1 and 16 having been presently 

amended, and Claims 17-18 having been added. 

r^eoutstandingOffrce Action, Ciaims 1-5, 10, and 13-14 were rejected under the 
juai cia,.y created aoctrineofobviousness-type double patenting over Claims 12, 14, 15, 16, 
,8 andl9incopendin g App,ica,ionNo. ,0,618,651. Claims 1-5, 10, and ,3-15 were 
rejected under , 5 U.S.C. § 103(b) as being unpaten,ab,e over 

5 306 895)orA^(U.S.Pat.No.5,635,093)inviewo fm (lap.Pa,No.09- 
04 5 75 2 ),H^(U.S.Pa,No.5,877,475),orS a s^(U.S.Pa,.No.5,,76,45,). 

Cairns 5 and 16 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § .03(a) as being unpatentab.e over 
Ushi.oshieta.orA^inviewofM^.H^.orS^in^hervrew 

Tsataetal (U.S. Pat. No. 5,068,517). 

AppHc^.s acknowledge with appreciation the courtesy of Examiner Pa* to intervtew 
«, case on December 22, 2004 during which the outstanding issues in the final Office 
Action were discussed as substantially summarized herein. No agreement on patentability 
was reached. 

Applicants a,so acknowiedge with appreciation the courtesy of Examiner Paik to 
correct the statusoftheoutstandingOff.ee Action to be a B ^ Office Action, as noted 

on the Interview Summary Sheet. 

Asoiscusseddurmgtheinterview.Applicants^representativepointedoutthatH^ 

^andS^Uare non-ana,ogous art to theother applied art references. However, 
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one of ordinary skill in the art motivation to combine. 

While Applicant disagrees with this position, in order to expedite prosecution of mis 
patent application, Claims 1 and ! 6 have been amended to define a pressing device, such as 
forexample,he P ressingdevicesi,lustra,e d inApplicants' Rg ures4and 5 . Specifically, 
Cairns, and ,6 define a pressing device including at least one of a screw and a rod body m 
which the pressingdevice is configured to press the sheath type thermocouple (or the 
.emperature-measuringdevicOonthebonomportionofabottomedholeofaceramicplate. 

applied for their teachings of pressing a temperature-measuring element 
show springs .7 and tearing against an inner sleeve 16. do not disclose a 

pressing device including, lea, one of a screw and a rod body in whrch the pressingdevice 
is configured to press the sheam type thermocouple (or the temperature-measuring devtce)on 
fce bottom p o n ionofabottomedho,eofaceramicpl,e.Firstofa,l,H^l do no. 
discloseascrewpressingdevice. Second of al,, as shown in Figure 5, the inner sleeve 16 and 
not the thermocouple 12 is pressed against the glass ceramic plate 3 by spring 17. Likewrse, 
as shown inFigure 6, the inner s,eeve.6and no, the thermocouple 12 is pressed against the 
giassceramicplateBbyspringlB. Even if the inner sleeve 16 m were considered 

arodbody.then theinner sleeve in in not pressing the thermocouple 12wouldnot 

eonstitutearodbodypressingdevice configured to pressasheath type thermocouple (or a 
temperature-measuringdevicOonfhebonomportiouofabottoruedholeofthe ceramic plate, 
as defined in Claims 1 and 16. Thus, independent Claims 1 and 16, andtheclaims dependent 
therefrom, arebelieved to patentably defme over and the other app.iedprior art. 

^^SUl applied for their teachings of pressing a temperature-measuring e.emen, 
show a spring 28 urging upward lower plate 15. As discussed during the interview, Examiner 
Paik considers tbeupper and lower plates 4 and 15 to constitute a sheath type thermocouple. 
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Whilethisassessmentmayno.be accurate, nonetheless, there exists no elementing 

(oratemperature-measurin g device) on the botton, portion of abo.totned hoie of aceram.c 
pla ,e as defined in Claims, a„d,6. Hence, independent Claims 1 and i 6, and the Cairns 
dependent therefrom, are beiieved to patently define over and the other apptied 

prior art. 

Regarding new dependent Cairns 17 and 1 8, these ciaims further define that a sheath 
.vpethermocoupieinciudingafirstponionextendingtowardmebottomedhoieandasecond 

portionconnected to the firstportion and extending along a surface of the bottomed hale wtth 
th e second portion configured* be pressed by the presstng device against the bottom portton 
ofthe bottomed hole. WhileM^na show in Figure 4 a thermocoup.e having similar first 

precludes the second portion of the thermocouple in Masano from being pressed by a screw 
or rod body pressing device. Hence, for these reasons and their dependence o„ independent 
Claims 1 and 16, Claims 17 and 18 are believed to patentably define over the app.ied prior 
art. 

Finally, regarding the provision* double-patenting rejection, Applicants submit that a 
termina. disclaimer canbefiied, if the claims in thepresen, application and the claims inthe 
co-pending Applications 10/6,8,651 remain obvious in viewofeach other atthetimeof 

issuance, i, is necessary to disclaim each one ofthe double patenting references applied. 
Hence, Applicants respectfully request that the examiner contact the undersigned should the 
present arguments be accepted and should the case be otherwise in a condition for afiowance. 
At that time.aterminal disclaimer can be supplied to expedite issuance of mis case. 
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Conse.uent.y.in.igh.of.heabovediscussions^eoutstanding^dsforrejecnon 

arebelievedtohavebeenovercotne. The application isbelievedto be in condition for fonna, 
aUowance. An early and favorable action to that effect is respectful* revested. 



Respectfully Submitted, 
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